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an Act passed for the relief of non-theistic witnesses
in courts of justice. The point was referred to a
Select Committee, which decided, by the casting
vote of its chairman, that the claim was invalid.
Bradlaugh then expressed his readiness to take the
oath, and had already presented himself for the
purpose when Sir Henry Drummond Wolff pro-
tested against his being permitted to do so. Such
an intervention, as afterwards appeared, was illegal,
and ought not to have been sanctioned by the
Speaker, who, however, was on this occasion weak
enough to permit it. The Prime Minister then
carried a Resolution for the appointment of a fresh
Committee to consider the question of Bradlaugh's
competence to be sworn. As a result of questions
put to him about his religious opinions, but in
express contradiction to his own declarations on
the subject, the Committee decided that an oath
would not bind his conscience, and for that reason
refused him permission to take it. His colleague in
the representation of Northampton, Mr. Labouchere,
then moved that Bradlaugh should be permitted to
affirm. The House refused permission by 275 to
230, thirty-six Liberals and thirty-one Home Rulers
voting in the majority. In the course of the debate
John Bright declared that, " to a large extent, the
working people of this country do not care any
more for the dogmas of Christianity than the upper
classes care for the practice of that religion."1

Again Bradlaugh claimed to be sworn, and this
time,  on  his  refusing  to withdraw,  was forcibly

1 J. M. Robertson, in the Life of Charles Bradlaugh, by his
Daughter, vol. ii., p. 235. In my whole account of the Bradlaugh
incident I have followed Mr. Robertson.